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both to remove Soviet MRBM's from Cuba and to draw constructive 
edvantage from the Cuban crisis in prosecuting our own 
positive purposes in Europe. 


designed to remove MREM'’s from Cuba is a clear US intent to 
remove them by force, within some realistic time frame, if 
they are not otherwise disposed of, Only against this back- 
ground is there any chance that steps to offer the Soviets 
a faceesaving out might have the intended effect. 


their positive attitudes evident. The US would then repeat 
its statements both that it is willing to take part in such 
a force, if several other KATO countries wish to go forward, 
and that US Polaris submarines and other external forces 
will meet KATO military needs in the meantime, 
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Δ. This memorandum proposes a course of action designed 


2. An essential ingredient of any course of action 


(Ὁ) 


(b) We would privately urge the Turkish and 
{ealian governments then to announce unilaterally that they 
dntended to remove land-based IRBM's from their territory 
ag soon es it wae clear that a wultilateral sea-based fores 
esuld eventually replace them, especially in view of U8 
interim Polaris coverage in the meantine. ' 


fc) We would propose to the USSR that MRBH’s now be 
cemoved from Cuba and that the US and USSR enter into exchange 
of declarations that they would desist from deploying MREM's 
to the Caribbean, At the same time the US might issue ἃ 
eeparate declaration, taking note of the Italian and furkish 
govermmenta’ stated policies and indicating its intent to 
respect them, 


(4) US and Soviet declarations regarding nonediffusion 
might be exchanged for good measure. 


4, It would be essential that any action regarding 
Turkey and Italy avoid several dangers: 


(a) We should not be in the position of pressing 
these countries to remove IRBM's against their will. This 
means that they would have to be offered an adequate eubstitute. 
{These governments want ἃ weapon in whose ownership, manning, 
and control they can actively participate. The Jupiter is 
such a eystem; the US Polaris submarine is not. They would, 
therefore, only regard the Polaris as an adequate replacement 
on an interim basis, if they expected to proceed from there 
to either national MREM forces or a multilateral force. 


(b) We should not negotiate with the USSR about 
any MREM's other than those in Guba, The USSR may be 
influenced in respect of Cuban MREM's by Italian and Turkish 
statements about their IRBM’s, but these statements are not 
the subject of the negotiation. i. 


{c) We should wake clear that it is assential the 
Soviet MRBM's be removed immediately. We should not recognize .. . 
any relation between this timing ex¢ that of any suebash ~~“. 
and Italian action, which might be celayed until these 


governments 


governments could get more specific assurance of ἃ multie 
lateral force coming about than it will be possible to offer 
them in the next few weeks, The Turkish and Italian state- 
mente are background for the Soviet action, mot a guid pro 


quo, -. * 


(6) Ie should be made elear that the US would not 
permit basing ef Soviet sea-based MREM‘s (e.g., in submarines) , 
any more then of land-based MREM's, iin Guba, (Gur Polaria 
submarines in European waters are based in Scotland and will 
eventually be based in Spain.) 
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